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BACKGROUND 10/594852 

Given modern computing capabilities, it is relatively easy to collect and store 
vast amounts of data, such as facts, numbers, text, etc. The issue then becomes how 
to analyze the vast amount of data to determine important data from less important 
data. The process of filtering the data to determine important data is often referred to 
as data mining. Data mining refers to a process of collecting data and analyzing the 
collected data from various perspectives, and summarizing any relevant findings. 
Locating frequent itemsets in a transaction database has become an important 
consideration when mining data. For example, frequent itemset mining has been used 
to locate useful patterns in a customer's transaction database. 

Frequent Itemset Mining (FIM) is the basis of Association Rule Mining 
(ARM), and has been widely applied in marketing data analysis, protein sequences, 
web logs, text, music, stock market, etc. One popular algorithm for frequent itemset 
mining is the frequent pattern growth (FP-growth) algorithm. The FP-growth 
algorithm is used for naming frequent itemsets in a transaction database. The FP- 
growth algorithm uses a prefix tree (termed the "FP-tree") representation of the 
transaction database, and is faster than the other mining algorithms, such as the 
Apriori mining algorithm. The FP-growth algorithm is often described as a recursive 

elimination scheme. 

As part of a preprocessing step, the FP-growth algorithm deletes all items 

from the transactions that are not individually frequent according to a defined 

threshold. That is, the FP-growth algorithm deletes all items that do not appear in a 

user-specified minimum number of transactions. After preprocessing, a FP-tree is 

built, then the FP-growth algorithm constructs a "conditional pattern base" for each 

frequent item to construct a conditional FP-tree. The FP-growth algorithm then 

* 

recursively mines the conditional FP-tree. The pattern growth is achieved by the 
concatenation of the suffix pattern with the frequent patterns generated from the 

conditional FP-tree. 

Since the FP-growth algorithm has been recognized as a powerful tool for 
frequent itemset mining, there has been, a large amount of research in efforts to 
implement the FP-growth algorithm in parallel processing computers. There have 
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been two main approaches to implement FP-growth: the multiple tree approach and 
single tree approach. The multiple tree approach builds multiple FP-trees separately, 
which results in the introduction of many redundant nodes. Figure 6 illustrates the 
multiple nodes generated by the conventional multiple tree approach with 1, 4, 8, 16, 
5 32 and 64 threads (trees). The example database used to generate Figure 6 is a 
benchmark dataset "accidents", which can' be found at the link 
"http://fimi.cs.helsinki.fi/data/" (the minimal support threshold is 200,000). As 
shown, the multiple tree approach will generate two (2) times as many tree nodes on 
four (4) threads, and about nine (9) times as many tree nodes on sixty-four (64) 
10 threads, as compared to only one thread. The shortcoming of building redundant 

nodes in multiple trees results in great memory demand, and sometimes the memory 
is not large enough to contain the multiple trees. The previous single approach builds 
only a single FP-tree in memory, but it needs to generate one lock that is associated 
with each of the tree nodes, thereby limiting scalability. 
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

Figure 1 is a block diagram of a computing device including a mining 
application having content-based partitioning functionality, according to an 
embodiment. 

5 Figures 2 A-2B depict a flow diagram which illustrates various logical 

operations by content-based partition logic, iaccording to an embodiment. 

Figure 3 represents a probe tree data structure, under an embodiment. 
Figures 4A-4D illustrate the first steps in a parallel build of a frequent pattern 
(FP) tree, according to an embodiment 
10 Figure 5 depicts partitioned sub-branches and a grouping result for a probe 

tree, according to an embodiment. 

Figure 6 illustrates the multiple nodes generated by a conventional multiple 
tree approach with 1, 4, 8, 16, 32 and 64 threads (trees). 



■ * 
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DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

Embodiments of methods and systems provide for partitioning data of a 
database or data store into several independent parts as part of a data mining process. 
The methods and systems use content-based partitioning logic to partition the data by 
building a probe structure. In an embodiment, the probe structure includes a probe 
tree and associated probe table. Once the. data is partitioned, according to content for 
example, the resulting parts may be grouped and distributed to an associated 
processor for further processing. The content-based partitioning logic may be used in 
a computing system, including shared memory and distributed memory multi- 
processor computing systems, but is not so limited. 

As described above, after the data is partitioned into independent parts or 
branches (e.g. disjoint sub-branches), each branch or group of branches may then be 
assigned to a processor (or thread) for further processing. In an embodiment, after 
scheduling by a master thread, each transaction is distributed to a corresponding 
processor to finish building a specific branch of the FP-tree. According to the FP- 
growth algorithm the data dependency only exists within each sub-branch, and there 
is no dependency between the sub-branches. Thus many of the locks required in 
conventional single tree methodologies are unnecessary. Under an embodiment, a 
database is partitioned based on the content of transactions in a transaction database. 
The content-based partitioning saves memory, and eliminates many locks when 
building the FP-tree. The memory savings are based on a number of factors, 
including the characteristics of the database, the support threshold, and the number of 
processors. The techniques described herein provide an efficient and valuable tool for 
data mining using multi-core and other processing architectures. 

In an embodiment, a master/slave processing architecture is used to efficiently 
allocate processing operations to a number of processors (also referred to as 
"threads"). The -master/slave architecture includes a master processor (master-thread), 
and any remaining processors (threads) are designated as slave processors (slave 
threads) when building the FP-tree. One of the tasks of the master thread is to load a 
transaction from a database, prune the transaction, and distribute the pruned 
transaction to each of the slave threads for a parallel build of the FP-tree. Each slave 
thread has its own transaction queue ah^ obtains a pruned transaction from the queue 
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each time the master thread assigns a pruned transaction to an associated slave thread. 
Each slave thread disposes of its pruned transaction to build the FP-tree. This 
architecture allows the master thread to do some preliminary measures of the 
transaction before delivering it to a slave thread. According to the results of the 
preliminary measures, the master thread inay also decide how to distribute the 
transaction to a particular thread. In alternative embodiments, all threads operate 
independently to build the FP-tree using the probe structure. 

In the following description, numerous specific details are introduced to 
provide a thorough understanding of, and enabling description for, embodiments of 
the systems and methods. One skilled in the relevant art, however, will recognize that 
these embodiments may be practiced without one or more of the specific details, or 
with other components, systems, etc. In other instances, well-known structures or 
operations are not shown, or are not described in detail, to avoid obscuring aspects of 
the disclosed embodiments. 

Figure 1 illustrates a computing device 100 including a mining application 
101 having content-based partition logic 102 which interacts with a data store (or 
database) 104 when performing data mining operations, according to an embodiment. 
The mining application 101 and contended partition logic 102 is described below 
in detail. The computing device 100 includes any computing system, such as a 
handheld, mobile computing system, a desktop computing system, laptop computing 
system, and other computing systems. The computing device 100 shown in Figure 1 
is referred to as a multi-processor or multi-core device since the architecture includes 
multiple processors 1 06a- 1 06x. Tasks may be efficiently distributed among the 
processors 106a- 106* so as not to overwhelm an individual processor. In other 
embodiments, the computing device 100 may include a single processor and other 
components. The computing device 100 typically includes system memory 108. 
Depending on the configuration and type of computing device, system memory-108 
may be volatile (such as random-access memory (RAM) or other dynamic storage), 
non-volatile (such as read-only memory (ROM), flash memory, etc.), or some 
combination. 

t * 

The system memory 108 may mclude an operating system 1 10 and one or 
more applications/modules 112. Computing device 100 may include additional 
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computer storage 1 14, such as magnetic storage devices, optical storage devices, etc. 
Computer storage includes, but is not limited to, RAM, ROM, electrically erasable 
programmable read-only memory (EEPROM), flash memory or other memory 
technology, compact disk ROM (CD-ROM),, digital versatile disks (DVD) or other 
optical storage, magnetic cassettes, magnetic tape, magnetic disk storage or other 

■ 

magnetic storage devices, or any other medium which may be used to store 
information. Computing device 100 may also include one or more input devices 116 
and one or more output devices 118. Computing device 1 00 may also contain 
communication connections 120 that allow the computing device 100 to communicate 
with other computing devices 122, processors, and/or systems, such as over a wired 
and/or wireless network, or other network. 

Figures 2A-2B depict a flow diagram which illustrates various logical 
operations of the mining application 101 including the content-based partition logic 
102, according to an embodiment. For this embodiment, processor 106a (referred 
herein as the master processor) executes the mining application 101 including the 
content-based partition logic 102, as described below The transaction database of 
Table 1 below is used in conjunction with the flowchart to provide an illustrative 
example using the mining application 101 and content-based partition logic 102. For 
example, each transaction in Table 1 may represent a sequence of items, such as items 
purchased as part of a web-based transaction, wherein each item of the transaction is 
represented by a unique letter. 



- < 
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Table 1 




At 200, the mining application 101 uses the content-based partitioning logic 
102 and begins by scanning the first half of a transaction database, such as the 

5 transaction database in Table 1 , to determine frequent items based on a defined 

support threshold. Different support thresholds may ]be implemented depending on a 
particular application. For this example, the support threshold is 12. At 202, each 
transaction of the first half of the transaction database is scanned and the number of 
times that each item occurs in the scan is counted, under an embodiment. Since the 

1 0 search covers half of the transaction database, a support threshold of six (6) is used to 

r 

create the header table for the FP-tree based on the scan of the first half of the 

* > : - - * 

• ■ 
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database. At 204, it is determined if the first half of the database has been scanned. If 
not, the flow returns to 200, and the next transaction is read. If the first half of the 
database has been scanned at 204, then the , logic. 1,02, at 20$, creates a header table for 
the frequent items that meet the minimum support threshold based on the scan of the 
first half of the transaction database. 

The logic 102 also assigns an ordering to the frequent items identified in the 
first scan. In an embodiment, the logic 102 orders the frequent items according to an 
occurrence frequency in the transaction database. For this example, the logic 102 
orders the most frequent items as B then A then D then F then G (B>A>D>F>G). 
This ordering is used to create the header table and probe structure, described below. 
For this example, scanning the first half of the transaction database has resulted in the 
identification of various items which are inserted into the header table (Table 2). As 
shown below, after the initial scan of the first half of the transaction database, the 
header table includes the identified frequent items: item B occurring eight (8) times, 
item A occurring seven (7) times, item D occurring seven (7) times, item F occurring 
six (6) times, and item G occurring six (6) times. 



Table 2 





Item 


Count 

' — -— — 


B 


8 


A 


7 


D 


- 7 ™ ' 


F 


__ - g— ■ 


' ~ G ' " 





At 208, the logic 102 identifies frequent items which are used to build a probe 
structure. In an embodiment, the logic 102 identifies frequent items which are used to 
build a probe structure, including a probe tree and associated probe table, described 
below. For this example, items B, A, D, and F are identified as items to be used in 
building a probe tree. At 210, logic . 102 creates a root node of the probe tree and 
begins building an empty probe table. At 21 2,, the logic 102 begins building the probe 
tree from the root node using the first ihost frequent item in the transaction database 
from the identified frequent items B, A, D, and F. At 214, the logic 102 adds a child 
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with its item identification (ID) to the probe tree. While building the probe tree, the 
logic 1 02 begins filling in an empty probe table (e.g. counts are set to zero shown 
below). As described above, the probe tree is built by evaluating the identified 
frequent items. At 216, the logic 102 determines if there are any remaining frequent 
items to evaluate. If there are remaining items, the flow returns to 212 and continues 
as described above. If there are no remaining items, the flow proceeds to 21 8. 

Figure 3 represents a probe tree data structure (or probe tree) 300 which 
includes the identified items resulting from steps 208-216. A more detailed 
description of the probe tree and probe table build follows. According to an 
embodiment, the logic 102 selects the first "M" identified frequent items to build the 
probe tree and associated probe table. As a result the probe tree and associated probe 
table include 2 M branches. In experiments, M=10 is a sound choice for many cases. 
As described below, the 2 M branches may be further grouped to obtain substantially 
equal groups or chunks for further processing. 

For this example, the probe tree 300 is a representation of the identified 
frequent items (e.g. B, A, D, F (M=4)) and their transactional relationship to one 
another in accordance with the occurrence frequency and content. For the first most 
frequent item, B, the logic 102 creates nqde 302 : which corresponds to the most 
frequent item B. The logic 102 takes the next most frequent item, A, and creates node 
304 corresponding to frequent item A. The logic 102 also creates block 306 which 
shows that A is a "child" of B. Since A is only a child of B, the logic 102 takes the 
next most frequent items D, creating node 308 corresponding to the next most 
frequent item. The logic 102 also creates blocks 310, 312, and 314, based on the 
determination that D is a child of B and A for each instance of B and A in the probe 
tree 300. 

For the least most frequent item of this example, F, the logic 102 creates node 
316 which corresponds to the frequent item, F. The logic 102 also creates blocks 318, 
320, 322, 324, 326, 328, and 330, illustrating that F is a child of B, A, and D for each 
instance of B, A, and D in the probe tree 300. The corresponding probe table (Table 
3) is shown below for the identified frequent items B, A, D, and F. At this point, logic 
102 sets the count for each item to zero, but is not so limited. Each row of the probe 
table (Table 3) represents a content-based traiisaction including one or more of the 
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identified frequent items B, A, D, and F. The number "1" is used to represent an 
occurrence of a specific item in a transaction mcluding the one or more frequent 
items, whereas the number "0" is used tq represent one or more items that do not 
occur in an associated transaction. 



Table 3 




- 1 

With continuing reference to Figure 2, after creating the probe tree and empty 
probe table, the flow proceeds to 218, where the logic 102 continues the first scan by 
evaluating the next transaction of the transaction database. For this embodiment, the 

10 logic 102 scans the second half of the transaction database (transactions 10-18), 

evaluating each respective transaction. At 220, based on the scanned transactions, the 
logic 102 provides counts in the probe table and updates the header table for the 
frequent items that meet the minimum support threshold. The updated probe table 
(Table 5) is shown below. At 222, if there are no further transactions in the 

15 transaction database, the flow proceeds to 224. Otherwise, if there are further 
transactions to process, the flow returns to 218. Based on the ordering of the 
identified frequent items above (B>A>D>F>G), the logic 102 updates the header table 

(Table 4 below). . , < 

Table 4 ■. 



Item 



Count 
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The updated probe table is shown below (Table 5), including the count field 
resulting from the scan of the second half of the transaction database. Each count 
represents the number of transactions which contain the respective identified frequent 
items after scanning the second half of the transaction database. Table 5 represent the 
content-based transactions after the first scan of the transaction database. 

Table5 
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A f 


D 1 


F 




I 1 


1 1 
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1 



0 



0 



1 



0 



0 



0 



0 
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At 224, each transaction or probe tree branch, including one or more identified 
frequent items', may be assigned to one or more processors for further conditioning. 
The probe tree and probe table may be described as a preprocessing of the transaction 
data which operates to partition the transaction data for data ntining. According to an 
embodiment, the probe table may be used to balance the processing load by 
identifying a transaction that consists of lone or more items, wherein each transaction 
includes a unique itemset. More particularly, as described below, the logic 102 
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attempts to balance the workload, determined by the content of a particular 
transaction and the associated transaction count, as identified by using the probe table 
and probe tree. 

Based on a review of the probe table, there are three (3) transactions that 
5 include the identified frequent items B, A, D, and F. There are two (2) transactions 
that include the identified frequent items B, A, and D, but not F. There is one 
transaction that includes the identified frequent items B, A, and F, but not D. There 
are no transactions that include only the identified frequent items B and A. There are 
two (2) transactions that include the identified frequent items B, D, and F, but not A. 
1 0 There is one transaction that includes the identified frequent item A. The remaining 
transactions of the probe table may be determined in a similar manner. As described 
below, there are fewer locks associated with the nodes of the probe tree. Note that in 
the conventional single tree approach, each FP-tree node requires a lock. Since the 
probe tree does not require as many locks, a system using the probe tree functionality 

15 has increased scalability. 

The updated probe table may bejused to construct the frequent-pattern tree 
(FP-tree) by assigning transaction chunks to respective processors (such as 106a- 
106x), so that the individual processors each build a respective part of the FP-tree (a 
parallel build process). A grouping algorithm, described below, may be used to group 

20 branches of the probe tree into N groups, where N is the number of available 
processors or threads. A group of branches may then be assigned to a respective 
processor. The probe tree and probe table provide an important tool for balancing the 
computational load between multiple processors when mining data, including building 
of the FP-tree. 

25 Under an embodiment, the mining application 101 assigns a group of 

transactions to a particular thread, so that each thread may process approximately the 
same number of transactions. The assignment of groups to the processors results in 

i 

minimal conflicts between these processing threads. As described below, a heuristic 
algorithm may be used to group the branches of the probe table (e.g. represented by 
30 the counts of each row) into a number of approximately equal groups which 

correspond to the number of processors used to build the FP-tree and perform the data 
mining operations. 
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For example, assume that the computing device 1 00 includes four processors 
106a-106d. According to an embodiment, one processor, such as processor 106a, is 

assigned as the master processor, and reriiaiiung processors, such as 106b-106d are 

.*■"■*• * 

assigned as slave processors. The master processor 106a reads each transaction and 
assigns each transaction to a particular slave processor to build the FP-tree. At 226, a 
root node is created for the FP-tree. At 228, the master processor 106a, using the 
mining application 101, scans the transaction database once again, starting with the 
first transaction. 

At 230, the master processor 106a distributes each transaction to a specific 
slave processor. At 232, each slave processor reads each transaction sent by the 
master processor 106a, At 234, each slave processor inserts its pruned-item set into 
the full FP-tree. At 236, the mining application 101 determines whether each 
transaction of the full database has been read and distributed. If each transaction of 
the full database has been read and distributed, the flow proceeds to 240 and the 
mining application 101 begins mining the FP-tre? for frequent patterns. If each 
transaction of the full database has not been read and distributed, the flow returns to 
228 If there are no more transactions to process, the flow continues to 240, otherwise 

the flow returns to 232. 

The distribution and parallel build of the FP-tree is shown in Figures 4A-4D. 
As described above, a heuristic algorithm may be used to group the transactions of the 
probe tree into substantially equal groupings for processing by the four processors 
(the three slave processors build respective parts of the FP-tree). For this example, 
the mining application 101 uses the heuristic algorithm to group the branches of the 
probe tree into three groups since there are three slave processors. According to an 
embodiment, the heuristic algorithm assumes that Vi is a vector which contains all 
chunks that belong to group i. Ci is the number of transactions of group i (the size of 
Vi). The goal is to distribute the transactions into (T-l) groups, making the totak 
number of transactions in every group approximately equivalent 

The algorithm may be formalized as follows: 



V={V,,V 2 ,...,V T -i} 
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( y "a) 2 

The goal is to find V to minimize f. The input is P = {PI, P2, ... , Pm}. The 

output is V= { Vi, V 2 ,...,V T -i}. i 
That is, for each Pj: 
5 Findj,Cj=min(Ck,k=l 5 2,...,T-l) 

Vj = Vj U chunk i 
Cj = Cj + sizeof (chunk i) 
Return V. 

Consequently, after using the heiiristic algorithm, the first group includes the 
1 0 three (3) transactions that contain the items B, A, D, and F. The second group 

includes the two (2) transactions with items B, A and D, but without item F, and the 
one (1) transaction with items B, A, and F, but without item D (total of three (3) 
transactions). The third group includes the two (2) transactions with item B, D and F, 
but without item A, and the one (1) transaction with item A, but without items B, D, 
15 and F (total of three (3) transactions). There are no counts for other branches in the 
probe tree (see the probe table), so the logic 102 only assigns groups of the above five 
(5) branches based on the results of the heuristic algorithm. Based on the description 
above, the master processor 1 06a assigns the first group to the first slave processor 
106b, the second group to the second slave processor 106c, and the third group to the 
20 third slave processor 1 06d for a parallel build of the FP-tree. 

Figures 4A-4D illustrate the first steps in a parallel build of the FP-tree by the 
three slave processors 106b-106d. After the header table and root node of the FP-tree 
are built as described above, the master processor 106a reads the first transaction 
(A,B,C,D,E), pruning it to (B,A,D) according to the header table content. The master 
25 processor 1 06a, for this example, assigns (B,A J)) to slave processor 1 06c according 
to the grouping based on the heuristic algorithm, probe tree, and probe table described 
above. As shown in Figure 4A, after receiving the pruned items (B,A,D), slave 
processor 106c sequentially creates nodes B, A, and D. The slave processor 106c sets 
the corresponding node links (shown as dotted lines) for slave processor 106c and 

30 also sets each node count to one (1). , 

■ 
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The master processor 106a reads the second transaction (F,B,D,E,G), pruning 
it to (B,D,F,G) according to the header table content. The master processor 106a then 
assigns (B,D,F,G) to slave processor 106d. Thereafter, as shown in Figure 4B, slave 
processor 1 06d inserts the pruned transaction (B,D,F,G) into the FP-tree by 
sequentially creating nodes D, F and G as shown in Figure 4B. The slave processor 
106d sets the corresponding node links, sets the node count equal to one (1) for D, F, 
and Q while incrementing the node count for B by one (1). The master processor 
106a reads the third transaction (A,B,F,QD), pruning it to (B,A,D,F,G) according to 
the header table content. The master processor 106a then assigns the pruned 
transaction (BAAF.G) to slave processor 106b. Thereafter, slave processor 106b 
inserts the pruned transaction (B,A,D,F,G) into the FP-tree by sequentially creating 
nodes F and G and setting the corresponding node links as shown in Figure 4C. The 
slave processor 106b sets the node count equal to one (1) for F and G, while 
incrementing the node count by one (1) for nodes B, A, and D in the common path. 

The master processor 106a reads the fourth transaction (B,D,A,E,G), pruning 
it to (B,A,D,G) according to the header table content. The master processor 106a then 
assigns the pruned transaction (B,A,D,G) to slave processor 106c. Thereafter, slave 
processor 106c inserts the pruned transaction (B,A,D,G) into the FP-tree by creating 
node G and setting the corresponding node links as shown Figure 4D. The slave 
processor 106c sets the node count equal to one (1) for node G, while incrementing 
the node count by one (1) for B, A, and D in the common path. The master processor 
106a continues scanning the transaction database, assigning each transaction to 
respective slave processors as described above. Each slave processor inserts the 
pruned transactions into the FP-tree,unt^theiull FP-tree is built including the 
representative links and node counts, as described above. In an embodiment, when 
creating the FP-tree, the multiple processors may not access a node with a lock while 
processing different transactions. Accordingly, the locks prevent multiple threads 
from attempting to create a duplicate node in the FP-tree. In an embodiment, the FP- 
tree is built from and saved to system memory 108. In another embodiment, the FP- 
tree is built from and saved to a distributed memory system. 

After the FP-tree is built, the FP-tree may be mined for specific patterns with 
respect to the identified frequent items. The FP-tree may be mined using various data 
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mining algorithms. For example, conditional (pre-fix) based mining operations may 
be performed using the FP-tree. The mining of the FP-tree according to an 
embodiment may be summarized as follows- Each processor may be used to 
independently mine a frequent item of the FP-tree. For each frequent item, the mining 

5 process constructs a conditional pattern base" (e.g. a "sub-database" which consists of 
the set of prefix paths in the FP-tree co-occurring with the suffix pattern. 

After constructing the conditional FP-tree, the conditional FP-tree is 
recursively mined according to the identified frequent items. As described above, 
content-based partitioning logic 102 is used to partition data of a database or data 

1 0 store into several independent parts for subsequent distribution to the one or more 
processors. The content-based partitioning logic 102 is used is to partition the 
database equally so that the load is balanced when building and mining the FP-tree 

(e.g. each processor gets an approximately equal amount of transactions to process), 

. t' ■ .» . 

but is not so limited. 

1 5 Another example illustrates the use of the mining application 1 0 1 including 

the content-based partitioning logic 102. Assume that a database contains eight (8) 
items (A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H). For this example, the database includes a total of 
eighty (80) transactions. After exaniining a first part of the database, such as the first 
half for example, it is determined that items A, B, and C are the first three (3) most 

20 frequent items in the first part of the database. Next, the transactions may be 

partitioned according to the content of the firpt M most frequent items. As described 
above, M may be heuristically determined, based in part, on the number of available 
processors. For the present example, M is set equal to three (M=3), since there are 3 
most frequent items. Thus, the transactions may be partitioned into 2 M or eight (8) 

25 content-based chunks according to items A, B, and C A content-based chunk is equal 
to a sub-branch in an FP-tree. Table 6 below provides an example of the distribution 

* » *V w 

I 

of transactions (e,g. 101 means the asso^ed ; chunk includes transactions having 

items A and C, but not B). 

Table 6 



ABC 


Transaction count 


111 


14 
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12 


101 


10, , 
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100 


6 


Oil 


4 


010 


5 


001 


5 


000 


24 



Assuming two available slave threads, the content-based partition logic 102 
groups the eight chunks into two groups, one for each slave thread. As described 
above, a heuristic search algorithm may be used to group the eight chunks into two 
groups, wherein each group contains about the same number of transactions. The two 
5 resulting groups may include the first group of chunks {111, 110, 101, 011} and the 
second group of chunks {100, 101, 001, 000}, wherein each group contains forty (40) 
transactions. Figure 5 depicts the p^itiohed sub-branches and grouping result. The 
two sub-branches circled with dashed lines represent a first group of chunks assigned 
to the first thread. The two other sub-branches circled with solid lines represent the 

1 0 second group of chunks assigned to the second thread. 

The equal numbers of transactions processed by each thread results in an 
efficient balance of the load when building the FP-tree. Additionally, after the 
partitioning using the probe tree, only eight (8) (2 3 ) locks are required for the possible 
shared nodes (e.g. only consisting of a, b, c in the FP-tree) in the parallel tree-building 

1 5 process. Compared to the 256 (2 8 ) = 256 locks for a conventional build. Thus, the 
pre-partitioning results in a large reduction in the amount of locks (e.g. power(2, 
items_num) - power(2, N)). Furthermore, the content-based partitioning may not 
require a duplication of nodes as in the conventional multiple tree approach. 
Accordingly, the content-based partitioning and grouping results in a good load_ 

20 balance among threads, while providing high scalability. 

Table 7 below provides experimental results based on a comparison of the 
content-based tree partition and multiple tree approach. The test platform was a 16- 
processor shared-memory system. The test benchmark databases "accidents" may be 
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downloaded directly from the link u http://fimi.cs;helsinki.fi/data/ , ^ and the databases 
"bwebdocs" and "swebdocs" were cut from the database "webdocs." 

Table 7 



Multiple 



tree 



Database 



swebdocs 



IP 



1102 



2P 



613 



4P 



359 



8P 



197 



16P 



125 



bwebdocs 
accidents 



278 
23.2 



155 
141 



92.7 
8.44 



52.8 
"o\62 



42.9 
4^95 



Tree 
partition 



swebdocs 



1031 



539 



330 



187 



120 




Table 7 shows the running tiine i^the ; whole application, including the first 
scan, the tree construction procedure and the mining stages. Table 8 below shows the 
running times of the mining stage for each approach on all three benchmark 
databases. 
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Multiple 
tree 



Database 



swebdocs 



Tree 
partition 



bwebdocs 
■ 

accidents 



swebdocs 
bwebdocs 



accidents 



IP 



Table 8 
2P 



1087 



258 
203 



1018 
250 



18.0 



603 i 



134 
1L8 



527 
129 

To3 



4P 



8P 



350 



187 



73.5 
6\44 



32.7 
435 



16P 



113 



19.9 



320 

70^6 

5.63 



176 

3L9 

2.66 



2.95 



110 
ITS 
L44 



As shown in Tables 7 and 8 above, it is seen that the tree partition approach 
has a comparable performance with the old multiple tree approach in total running 
5 time, and a little better in just the mining stage. The results are reasonable: in first and 
second stages the tree partition approach does additional partitions for each 
transaction based on its content. However: the tree partition approach should be a 
little faster in the mining stage, since there are no duplicated tree nodes. 

Aspects of the methods and systems described herein may be implemented as 
10 functionality programmed into any of a variety of circuitry, including programmable 
logic devices ("PLDs"), such as field programmable gate arrays ("FPGAs"), 
programmable array logic ("PAL") devices, electrically programmable logic and 
memory devices and standard cell-based devices, as well as application specific 
integrated circuits. Implementations may also include microcontrollers with memory 
1 5 (such as EEPROM), embedded microprocessors, firmware, software, etc. 

Furthermore, aspects may be embodied in microprocessors having software-based 
circuit emulation, discrete logic (sequential and combinatorial), custom devices, fuzzy 
(neural) logic, quantum devices, and hybrids of any of the above device types. Of 
course the underlying device technologies may be provided in a variety of component 
20 types, e.g., metal-oxide semiconductor field-effect transistor ("MOSFET") 

technologies like complementary metal-oxide semiconductor ("CMOS"), bipolar 
technologies like emitter-coupled logic ("ECL"), polymer technologies (e.g., silicon- 
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conjugated polymer and metal-conjugated polymer-metal structures), mixed analog 
and digital, etc. 

The term "processor" as generally used herein refers to any logic processing 
unit, such as one or more central processing units .("CPU"), digital signal processors 
("DSP"), application-specific integrated chpuib ("ASIC"), etc. While the term 
"component" is generally used herein, it is understood that "component" includes 
circuitry, components, modules, and/or any combination of circuitry, components, 
and/or modules as the terms are known in the art. 

The various components and/or functions disclosed herein may be described 
using any number of combinations of hardware, firmware, and/or as data and/or 
instructions embodied in various machine-readable or computer-readable media, in 
terms of their behavioral, register transfer, logic component, and/or other 
characteristics. Computer-readable media in which such formatted data and/or 
instructions may be embodied include, but are not limited to, non-volatile storage 
media in various forms (e.g., optical, magnetic or semiconductor storage media) and 
carrier waves that may be used to transfer such formatted data and/or instructions 
through wireless, optical, or wired signaling media or any combination thereof. 
Examples of transfers of such formatted} data- and/or instructions by carrier waves 
include, but are not limited to, transfers (uploads, downloads, e-mail, etc.) over the 
Internet and/or other computer networks via one or more data transfer protocols. 

Unless the context clearly requires otherwise, throughout the description and 
the claims, the words "comprise," "comprising," and the like are to be construed in an 
inclusive sense as opposed to an exclusive or exhaustive sense; that is to say, in a 
sense of "including, but not limited to." Words using the singular or plural number 
also include the plural or singular number respectively. Additionally, the words 
«herein," "hereunder," "above," "below," and words of similar import refer to this 
application as a whole and not to any particular portions of this application. When the 
word "or" is used in reference to a list of two or more items, that word covers all of 
the following interpretations of the word: any .of the items in the list; all of the items 
in the list; and any combination of the items in the list. 

The above description of ill^trated;erpbodiments is not intended to be 
exhaustive or limited by the disclosure/ While specific embodiments of, and 
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examples for, the systems and methods are described herein for illustrative purposes, 
various equivalent modifications are possible, as those skilled in the relevant art will 
recognize. The teachings provided herein may be applied to other systems and 
methods, and not only for the systems and methods described above. The elements 
and acts of the various embodiments described above may be combined to provide 
further embodiments. 'These and omer changes may be made to methods and systems 
in light of the above detailed description. 

In general, in the following claims, the terms used should not be construed to 
be limited to the specific embodiments disclosed in the specification and the claims, 
but should be construed to include all systems and methods that operate under the 
claims. Accordingly, the method and systems are not limited by the disclosure, but 
instead the scope is to be determined entirely by the claims. While certain aspects are 
presented below in certain claim forms, the inventors contemplate the various aspects 
in any number of claim forms. Accordingly, the inventors reserve the right to add 
additional claims after filing the application to pursue such additional claim forms for 

t 

other aspects as well. 
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